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Background and aim 
The marine industry is changing with new demands concerning high energy efficiency, fuel 
flexibility and lower emissions of NOX and SOX. A collaboration between the company Alfa 
Laval and Technical University of Denmark has been established to support the development 
of the next generation of marine burners. The resulting auxiliary boilers shall be compact and 
able to operate with different fuel types, while reducing NOX emissions.  
The specific boiler object of this study uses a swirl stabilized liquid fuel burner, with a pressure 
swirl spill-return atomizer (Fig.1). The combustion chamber is enclosed in a water jacket used 
for water heating and evaporation, and a convective heat exchanger at the furnace outlet super-
heats the steam. 
The purpose of the present study is to gather detailed knowledge about the influence of fuel 
spray conditions on marine utility boiler flames. The main goal of work presented in this paper 
was to obtain a spray description to setup a particle injection region in the CFD simulations of 
the boiler. 
 
Figure 1. Spill-return atomizer cross-section. 
CFD simulations 
Experimental and computational methods have been used in the past for simulating both liquid 
fuel flames and the atomization processes [1] [2] [3]. Results obtained via Computational Fluid 
Dynamics (CFD) provide detailed information about the local temperatures, compositions and 
flow fields within the furnace chamber [4]. However, due to its stochastic [5] nature and to the 
very small length- and time-scales at which it takes place, to simulate the droplet formation 
process with reasonable accuracy, huge computational resources would be required. The 
commercial software ANSYS CFX has been used to do 3D CFD simulations of the boiler. As 
the main objective is to simulate the flame itself, the computational domain has been restricted 
to the furnace, thus leaving out the stack and the convective heater. A grid independency study 
led to the use of a grid with approximately 12 million cells. During the simulation campaign, 
several models have been tested for turbulence, radiation and reaction chemistry. These modes 
have been chosen according to the ANSYS manuals [5]. For turbulence and radiation, the Shear 
Stress Transport model and the discrete radiation model proved to be adequate. Being the CO 
emissions of interest for the project, the combustion was simulated with a two-step global 
reaction (Reactions 1-2) [6] [7], while the NOX formation can be calculated by post-processing 
of the results.  
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The Eddy Dissipation Model and Finite Rate Chemistry model are used as reaction models for 
both steps of the global reaction. The fuel is injected into the computational domain as droplets 
with a fixed velocity and a specified particle size distribution. As expected, a sensitivity analysis 
showed that the particle size distribution plays a crucial role in the flame stability, to the point 
of leading to flame lift off in some cases. 
The nozzle manufacturers give some of the macroscopic characteristics of the spray, such as 
spray angle at maximum and minimum flow, design differential pressure through the nozzle, 
and inlet, return and spray flows as functions of the pressure in the return line. No 
documentation is given regarding droplet size and velocity distribution. It is possible to retrieve 
in literature [8] correlations to calculate these parameters for Simplex atomizers, but, depending 
on the correlation used, the range of results obtained is broad (meaning using one instead of 
another would drastically change the CFD results). It has therefore been decided to build a spray 
characterization setup to observe the atomization quality of the nozzle and gain a better 
understanding of the atomization process at different operating conditions and for different 
fluids. 
Spray setup 
A spray setup was built to reproduce the operating conditions of the burner (Fig.2). In order to 
deliver the desired flow, a three-piston reciprocating pump is used. To ensure a constant flow a 
membrane tank precharged with compressed air is used to dampen pulsations in the flow. The 
flow meters on the pump line and on the return line make possible to calculate the exact flow 
through the nozzle. The gauge positioned just before the nozzle measure the differential 
pressure through the nozzle. A needle valve is used to regulate the flow through the return line 
and, together with the pump, it gives full control of the flow through the nozzle. This means 
that the regulation of the pump and the needle valve also controls the differential pressure 
through the nozzle. 
aFor safety, versatility and simplicity, the setup is built to use water and water-glycerol mixtures 
as working fluid instead of the actual fuel. Mixing glycerol with water is known procedure to 
reproduce the physical characteristics of fuels for spray analysis [9] [10]. A rheometer is used 
to measure the mixture viscosity, even if plenty of data is found in literature, regarding water 
glycerol mixtures, including viscosity for different concentration at different temperatures. This 
is done both to ensure that the right viscosity is achieved, but also because it enable us to add 
surfactants in the mixtures, thus considering possible effects of surface tension on the spray. 
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Figure 2. PI diagram of the spray setup: the dotted lines represent planned 
future additions. 
The spray generated with this setup is then captured with an optical system and the pictures 
analysed with a tailor made software to obtain information about droplet size and velocity 
distributions. 
Optical imaging setup 
The optical imaging setup used is an adaptation of a system used to observe solid particles in 
erosion experiments [11]. A double exposure CCD camera, largely used for Particle Image 
Velocimetry (PIV), with a telecentric lens is employed to capture couples of frames of a spray 
region. The volume observed is determined by the lens magnification, camera sensor size and 
depth of focus. In the current setup, the volume is a rectangular cuboid of 2.41x3.24x0.86 mm3. 
The pulsed LED light source is placed behind the focal point and sends two pulses with an 
adjustable delay as low as 0.9 μs. The LED pulser is synchronized with the camera using a 
delay generator for accurate timing of signals. The result is two consecutive frames showing 
the same region after a known delay, thus making it relatively easy to calculate the individual 
droplets velocity. The images are then stored and analysed on a dedicated computer. 
Results and conclusion 
To prepare the CFD simulations a number of different models, parameters and algorithms has 
been tested. While not universal and limited to the software used, the obtained combination can 
be considered as a starting point for future modelling. During the CFD study insights in the 
boiler operation has been obtained: fuel conversion (Fig.3b), vortex shedding frequencies in 
different parts of the geometry and positions of the recirculation zones have been determined 
(Fig.3a). In addition, a sensitivity analysis showed that under the same conditions, a change 
from 10 to 25 μm of droplet mean diameter, leads to flame lift off. 
Using the spray setup described, it was possible to measure droplet size in different regions of 
the spray. The data thus obtained can now be used to improve the CFD simulation of the boiler. 
Some of the results gathered from spraying water, at the same pressure and flow of the burner 
at full load, are shown in Fig.5. 
 
Figure 3. a) Velocity [m/s] and b) CO [%] contours on the central vertical 
cross section of the boiler. 
Also an interesting result of the spray characterization is the strong dependence of velocity 
magnitude and angle on the droplet size. This will have to be taken into account when setting a 
particle injection region in the CFD simulations. Another item of relevance for setting up future 
CFD simulations is the direct observation of spray regimes: from the pictures taken it is easily 
seen where the liquid still forms complex structures and where instead only droplets are 
presents, and therefore can be modelled as a particle injection. 
Lastly, the spray setup gave us the possibility to directly observe the droplet formation 
mechanisms with a relatively inexpensive equipment (Fig.4). This could prove to be an 
interesting opportunity for further studies on spray characterization. 
 
Figure 4. Detail of an image pair taken at an axial distance of 12 mm at 5 mm radius (directly on the 
spray cone) from the nozzle orifice with a 40 μs delay.    
   
Figure 5. Data from a sample of 6628 droplets, 24 mm downstream of the 
nozzle orifice. The upper plot shows the particle size distribution based on 
the number of droplets at three different radial distance from the cone axis. 
Below the data for 15 mm radius is shown in detail. 
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